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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments, see Appeal Brief, filed 9/22/09, with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) 1,6-11,1 3-21 , 23-25 under Miller in view of Back have been fully 
considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. 
However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 , 6-7, 1 3, 1 5-16, 21 , 23, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as 
being unpatentable over Hepworth et al. (US 7,240,831 B2). 

Regarding claim 1 , Hepworth discloses an RF tag reader (104) for reading a 
plurality of RF tags (102a-b) (figs. 1 , 3B, 4, 6, 14), comprising: the RF tags may inserted 
into printable documents that contain representation of objects and the RF tag reader 
reads to obtain data from the tags (column 1 lines 50-61), wherein each tag includes 
software instructions relating to an operation described in the documents and 
associated with the RF tag (abstract, column 2 lines 59-67, column 3 line 58 to column 
4 line 29, column 5 lines 1-39, column 5 line 65 to column 6 line 37, column 7 lines 33- 
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48). It should be noted that the Hepworth discloses the tags inserted in the documents, 
for a user to obtain information (column 1 lines 26-61 ), for example, in fig . 1 , there are a 
plurality of data ID tag 102b, which means the tags can be respectively inserted in a 
plurality of pages of a user manual (document), which is known to those skilled in the art 
(or see fig. 1 of Black et al. (US 6,655,586) in the Action filed 6/4/09 for inserting tags in 
a plurality of pages of a book or document). 

Regarding claim 15, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in 
claim 1. 

Regarding claim 23, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in 
claim 1. 

Regarding claim 6, Hepworth further discloses a program used in reading 
information in the tags (column 3 liens 11-19, column 5 lines 1-19) which means 
Hepworth discloses the operation of tag reader is automatically performed. 

Regarding claim 7, Hepworth further discloses the operation is performed in a 
tutorial way (by steps) (column 6 lines 22-49). 

Regarding claims 13 and 16, Hepworth discloses a processor 1362 of fig. 13 to 
start reading the tag (figs. 1-2,6,11,1 3). 

Regarding claim 21 , this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in 
claim 1 as a portion of claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 27, Hepworth discloses the tag reader reading the tag (figs. 3A- 
C), wherein the tag reader can read the tag at a distance (via Bluetooth, or IR) or touch 
the reader to the tag which is known to those skilled in the art. 
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4. Claims 8, 10-11, 14, 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hepworth et al. (US 7,240,831 B2) in view of Hoshino et al. (US 
2003/0095032 A1). 

Regarding claims 8 and 17, Hepworth fails to teach reading tags within a 
predetermined time. 

Hoshino discloses a tag reader for reading a plurality of tags (abstract, fig . 1 ) to 
obtain information stored therein, wherein each tag reading within a predetermined time, 
when the predetermined time has passed, the tag reading is released (paragraphs 88, 
93). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have Hepworth, modified by Hoshino in order to prevent 
breaking in the tag to obtain information illegally. 

Regarding claims 10, 18-20, Hepworth/Hoshino discloses the tag reader reading 
different RF tags, wherein new attached RF tags can be added in documents at any 
moment of time, therefore, the tag reader/ and a computer need to be updated 
instructions to deal with the new attached tags which is known to those skilled in the art. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Hoshino discloses reading the tag within a predetermined 
time (paragraphs 88, 93). 

Regarding claim 14, Hoshino further discloses the tag reader is a mobile phone 
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5. Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hepworth et al. (US 7,240,831 B2) in view of Back et al. (US 6,655,586 B1 ). 

Regarding claim 26, Hepworth fails to teach positioned on different ends of 
neighboring pages. 

Back discloses each page of a plurality of pages attached by a RF tag (figs. 1-3). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have Hepworth, modified by Back in order to easily access an additional 
information embedded in a tag by a tag reader. 

6. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hepworth 
et al. (US 7,240,831 B2) in view of Hoshino et al. (US 2003/0095032 A1), and further in 
view of Landt (US 6,677,852). 

Regarding claim 9, Hepworth discloses a step-by-step operation (column 6 lines 
22-49). However, Hepworth fails to teach performing by a user. 

Landt discloses a tag reader for reading a plurality of tags (abstract, fig . 1 ) to 
obtain information stored therein, wherein a step-by-step operation is performed by a 
user (column 7 lines 30-065, column 10 lines 21-67). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to have Hepworth 
and Hoshino, modified by Landt in order to correct a problem it may cause by 
inconsistent programming which will improve the system performance. 
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7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Simon Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7894. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 7:00 AM to 
6:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Due M. Nguyen can be reached on (571) 272-7503. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

July 14, 2010 

/SIMON D NGUYEN/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2618 



